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DISCOURSE 


AGAINST 


Tranſubſtantiation. 


Oncerning the Sacrament of the Lord's Sup- 
per, .one of the two great poſitive Inſtitu- 
tions of the Chriſtian Religion, there are 
two main Points of difference between 7s 
and the Church of Rome. One, about the 

Dodtrine of 7ranſubtantiation ; in which they think, 

but are not certain, that they have the Scripture and 

the words of our Saviour on their fide : The other, 
about the adminiſtration of this Sacrament to the Peo- 
ple in both kinds ; in which we are ſure that we have 
the Scripture and our Saviour's Inſtitution on our ſide; 
and that ſo plainly, that our Adverſaries themſelves 

do not deny it. , 

Of the fr/# of theſe I ſhall now treat, and endea- 
vour to ſhew againſt the Church of Rome, That in this 
Sacrament there 1: no ſubſtantial change made of the 
Elements of Bread and |Vine into the natural Body and 
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4A DISCOURSE 
Bload of Chrift ; that Body which was born of the 
Virgin Mary, and ſuffered upon the Croſs ;. for ſa they. 
explain that hard word Tranſubſtantiation. 

Before I engage in this Argument, I cannot but ob- 
ſerve what an unreaſonable task we are put upon, by 
the bold confidence of our Adverſaries, to diſpute a 
matter of Senſe ; which is one of thoſe things about 
which Ariſtotle hath long ſince pronounc'd there ought 
to be no diſpute. 

It might well ſeem ſtrange if any man ſhould write 
a Book, to prove that an Zgg is not an Elephant, and 
that a Musket-Bullet is not a Pike : It is every whit 
as hard-a caſe, to be put to maintain by a long Diſ- 
courſe, that what we ſee and handle-and taſte to be 
Bread is Bread, and not the Body of 2 man ; and what 
we ſee and taſte to be Wine is Wine, and not Bload : 
And if this evidence may not paſs for ſufficient with- 
out any farther proof, I do not ſee why any man, that 
hath confidence enough to do ſo, may not deny any 
thing to. be what all. the World ſees it is; or affirm any 
thing to be what all.the World ſees it is not ; and this 
without all poſſibility of being farther confuted. So 
that the buſineſs of 7ranſabtartiation is not a contro- 
verſie of Scripture againſt Scripture, or of Reaſon a- 
gainſt Reaſon, but of downright Impudence againſt 
the plain meaning of Scripture, and all the Senſe and 
Reaſon of Mankind. 

It is a moſt Self-evident Falſehood ; and there is no 
DoGtrine or Propoſition-in the World that is of it ſelf 
more evidently true, than Tranſabſtantiation is evidently 
falſe : And yet if it were poſſible to be true, it would 
be the moſt ilknaturd and pernicious truth in the 
World, becauſe it would ſuffer nothing elle to be true; 
it is like the Roman-Catholick Church , which: will 
needs be the whole Chriſtian Church, and will allow 
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aoainſt Lranſubſtantiation, 
no other Society of Chriſtians to be any part of it : 


So Tranſubſtantiation, it it be true at all, it is all truth ; 


for it cannot be true unleſs our Senſes and the Senſes 
of all mankind be deceived about their proper objects ; 


'and if this be true and certain, then nothing elſe can 


be ſo ; for if we be not certain of what we ſee, we can 
be certain of nothing. 

And yet notwithſtanding all this, there is a Com- 
pany of men in the World fo abandon'd and given up 
by God to the efficacy of deluſion as in good earneſt to 


believe this groſs and palpable Errour, and to impoſe. 


the belief of it upon the Chriſtian World under no leſs 
penalties than of temporal death and Eternal damna- 
tion. ' And therefore to undeceive, if poſlible, theſe 
deluded Souls, it will be neceſſary to examine the pre- 
tended grounds of ſo falſe a DoEtrine, and to lay open 
the monſtrous abſurdity of it. 

And in the handling of this Argument, I ſhall pro- 
eced in this plain method. | 

T. I ſhall conſider the pretended grounds and rea- 
fons of the Church of Rome for this Doctrine. 

IT. I ſhall produce our Objedtions againſt it, And if 
T can ſhew that there is no tolerable ground for it, and 
that there are invincible Objections againſt it, then eve- 
ry man isnot onely in reaſon excuſed trom believing this 
Do&trine, but hath great cauſe to believe the contrary. 


FIRST, I will conſider the pretended grounds 
and reaſons of the Church of Rome for this DoQtrine. 
Which muſt be one or more of theſe fve. Either ft 
The Authority of Scripture. Or 2+ The perpetual 
belief of this Doctrine in the Chriſtian Church, as an 
evidence that they always underſtood and interpreted 
our Saviour's words, This is my body, in this ſenſe. Or 


3y- The authority of the preſent Church to make and 
declare 
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- declare new Articles of Faith. Or 4+ The abſolute 


neceſſity of ſuch a change as this in the Sacrament to 
the comfort and benefit of thoſe who receive this Sa- 
crament. Or 5 To magnify the power of the Prieſt 
in being able to work ſo great a Miracle. 

it. They pretend for this DoQtrine the Authority 
of Scripture in thoſe'words of our Saviour, This is my 
body. Now to ſhew the inſufficiency of this pretence, 
I ſhall endeavour to make good theſe zwo things. 

r. That there is no neceſſity of underitanding 
thoſe words of our Saviour in the ſenſe of 7ranſub/tan- 
tration. 

2. That there is a great decal of reaſon to under- 
ſtand them otherwiſe. | 

Firſt, That there is no neceſſity to underſtand thoſe 
words of our Saviour in the ſenſe of Tranſub/tantiation. 
If there be any, it muſt be from one of theſe two rea- 
ſons. Either becauſe there are no figurative expreſſions 
in Scripture, which I think no man ever yet ſaid : or 
elſe,. becauſe a Sacrament admits of no figures ; which 
would be very abſurd for any man to fay, ſince it is 
of the very nature of a Sacrament to repreſent and ex- 
hibit ſome inviſible grace and benefit by an outward 
ſign and figure : And eſpecially ſince it cannot be de- 
nied, but that in the inſtitution of this very Sacrament 
our Saviour uſeth figurative expreſſions and ſeveral 
words which cannot be taken ſtrictly and literally. 
When he gave the Cup he ſaid, Thy Cup s the new 
Teſtament in my bloud, which is ſhed for you and for mas 
ny for the remiſſion of Sins. Where firſt, the C#p is put 
tor Wine contained in the Cup ; or elſe if the words 
be literally taken, fo as to ſignifie a ſubſtantial change, 
it is not of the Wixe but of the Cup ; and that, not in- 
to the bloud of Chriſt but into the new Teſtament or new 
Covexant in his bloud. Beſides, that his bloud is ſaid 
then 
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againſt Eranſubſtantiation. 
then to be ſhed, and his body to be broken , which 
was not till his Pafſion, which followed the Inſtituti- 
on and firſt celebration of this Sacrament. 

But that there is no neceſſity to underſtand our Sa- 
viour's words in the ſenſe of 7ra»ſ#t/tantiation, I will 
take the plain conceſſion of z great number of the moſt 
learned Writers of the Church of Rome in this Contro- 
verlie. (a) Belarmine, (b) Suarez and (c) Vaſquez (a) d Buch. 
do acknowledge Scotus the great Schoolman to have {;3-© 2 
faid that this Doctrine cavnot be evidently proved 24.15. 5:0.2. 
from Scripture : And Be/armine grants this not to be (e) im 3-prte 
improbable; and Swarez and Vaſquez acknowledge (d) 4 nets 
Durandus to have faid as much. ( e) Ocham, another « 15: 
famous Schoolman, ſays expreſly, that the  Dodtrine | pl yes 
which holds the ſubſtance of the Bread and Wine to re. Qu. 1. n. 15. 
main after conſecration is neither repugnant to Reaſon (2) | "—_ 
mor to Scripture. (f) Petrus ab Alliaco Cardinal of gudl.g. 2:3: 
Cambray ſays plainly, that the Dottrine of the Subſtance ©)" 4Sent 
of Bread and Wine remaining after Conſecration is more hs 
eafie and free from abſurdity, more rational, and no ways 
repugnant to the authority of Scripture ; nay more, that 
for the other Doctrine, wiz. of 7ranſubſtantiation, EMT 


there is no evidence in Scripture. (g) Gabriel Biel, ;pi.ga.,c 


- another great Schoolman and Divine of their Church, 


freely declares, that as to awy =—_ expreſs d in” the 


. Canon off, the Scriptures, a man may believe that the ſub- 


fBance of Bread and Wine doth remain after Conſecration : 
and therefore he reſolves the belief of 7ranſub/tantia- 
ties into ſome other Revelation, beſides Scripture, 
which he ſuppoſeth the Church had about it. Cardi- 
nal (h) Cajetan-confeſſeth that the Goſpel doth no where (1) in Aqun. 
expreſs that the Bread i changed into the Body of Chriſt ; ys 
that we have thu from the authority of the Church : nay, 
he goes farther, that there is nothing in the Goſpet 
which enforceth any man to underſtand theſe words of 
EH Chriſt 
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Chriſt, this is my body, i» a: proper and not a metapho- 
rical ſenſe ; but the Church having underſtood them in 
a proper ſenſe they are to be ſo explained ; Which words 
in the Roman Edition of Cajetan are expunged by order 

(i) #zid.Co. Of Pope (1) Pius V. Cardinal (k) Contarenus, and (1) 

mink. de Sa= Melchior Canus one of the beit and moſt judicious Wri- 

rang Ag; ters that Church ever had, reckon this DoCtrine a- 

(k)e S«- mong thoſe which are not ſo expreſly found in Scripture. 

ye will add but one more, of great authority in the 

tg.l.3.c.3- Church, and a reputed Martyr, (m) Fiſter Biſhop of 

(m)comr7 Recheſter who ingenuouſly conteſſeth that in the words 

>» 12. of the Inſtitution there is not one word from whence the 
true preſence of the fleſh and bloud of Chriſt in our Maſs 
can be proved : So that we need not much contend 
that this Do&trine hath no certain foundation in Scrip- 
ture, when this is ſo fully and frankly acknowledged 
by our Adverſaries themſelves. 

Secoxdly, If there be no neceſſity of underſtanding our 
Saviour's words in the ſenſe of 7ranſub/tantiation, | am 
ſure there is a great deal of reaſon to underſtand them 
otherwiſe. : Whether we conſider the like expreſſions 
in Scripture ; as where our Saviour ſays he is the 
door, and the true Vine ( which the Church of Rome 
would mightily have triumph'd in, had it been faid, 
this is my true body.) And fo likewiſe where the Church 
ts ſaid to be Chriſt's body; and the Rock which fol. 
lowed the /ſraelites to be Chriſt, 1 Cor. 10: 4. They 
drank of that rock which followed them, and that rock 
was Chriſt : All which and innumerable more like ex- 
preſſions in Scripture every man underſtands in a figu- 
rative, and not in a ſtrictly literal and abſurd ſenſe. 
And it is very well known, that in the ZZebrew Lan- 


guage things are. commonly ſaid to be that which they . 


do tignify and repreſent ; and there is not in that Lan- 
guage a more proper an.. uſual way ,of expreſling a 
thing 


againfl Txranſubſtantiation, 
thing to ſignifie fo and fo, than to ſay that it is ſo and 
fo; Thus Jeſeph expounding Phargeh's dream to him, 
Gem. 41, 26.: Says, the ſeven good kine are ſeven years, 
and the ſeven: good ears of corn are ſeven years, 
that is, they ſignified or repreſented ſeven years of 
plenty ; and ſo Pharaoh underſtood him, and ſo would 
any man of ſenſe underſtand the like expreſſions; nor 
do I believe that any ſenſible man, who had never 
heard of 7ranſubftantiation being founded upon theſe 
words of our Saviour, this is my body, would upon rea- 
ding the inſtitution of the Sacrament in the Goſpel 
ever have imagin'd any ſuch thing to be meant by our 
Saviour in thoſe words:; but would have underſtood 
his meaning to have been, this Bread ſignifies my Bo- 
dy, this Cup ſignifies, my Bloud ; and this which you 
ſee me now do, do ye hereafter for a Memorial of me: 
But ſurely it would never have enter'd into any man's 
mind to have thought that our Saviour did literally hold 
himſelf in his hand, and give away hunſelf from him- 
ſelf with hjs own hands. 

Or whether we compare theſe words of our Saviour 
with the ancient Form of the Paſſover uſed by the Jews 


from Ezra's time, as(n)- Juſtin Martyr tells us, T&m (*) Piabe. 
7 TUNG S anThe nuy FC) n KA TERUYN nUGy "AT his Þ- 297. Edit. 
Paſſover. is our Saviour and our refuge: not that they Parib 1639: 


believed the Paſchal Lamb to be ſubltantially changed 
either into God their Saviour who delivered them out 
of the-Land of Egypt, or into the Meſtas the Saviour 
whom they ons. v4 and who, was ſignified by it : 
But: this Lamb which they did . cat f . gun to 


them and put them'in mind of that Salvation which 
God wrought for their Fathers, in Egypt, whenby the 
ſlaying of a Lamb and ſprmkling, the bloud of it upon 
theirdoors their firſt-born were: paſſed over and ſpared ; 
and did likewiſe foreſhew thOajpetion of the Mefias, 
| the 
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the Lamb of God that was to take away the Sins of the world. 

* Andinothing is more common ar all Languages thary 
to give-the name - of the thing Hgnified to the 'Sign. 
As the delivery of a'Deed or Writmg under hand and 
Seal is call'd a conveyance or making over of ſuch an 
Eſtate, and it is really ſo ; not the delivery of mere 
wax and parchment, but the conveyance of a real 
Eſtate ; as truly and really to-all effects and purpoſes of 
Law, as if the very material houſes and lands themſelves 
could be' and were a&ually delivered into my hands: 
In like manner the names of the things themſelves 
made over to us in the- new Covenant of the Goſpel 
between-God and man, are given to the Signs or Seals 
of that Covenant. By Baptiſm Chriſtians are ſaid to 
be made partakers of the Holy Ghoft, Heb. 6. 4. And 
by the Sacrament of the Lord's Supper we are faid to 
communicate .or to be made partakers of the Boaly- of 
Chriſt which was broken, and of his Bloud which was 
ſhed for us, that is, of the real benefits of this death 
and paſſion. And thus St. Paul ſpeaks of this Sacra- 
ment, I Cor. 10. 16. The cup of bleſſing which we Bleſs, 


. is it not the communion of the bloud of Chriſt? the bread 


which we break, is it not the communion of «the body of 
Chriſt > But (till it is bread, and he tall calls-ir fo, 
V.-17. For we being many are one breatl and ove body ; 
for we are partakers : of that one bread. - The Church 
of Rome might, if they pleaſed, as well argue from 
hence that at Chriſttans are-ſubſtantially changed firſt 
1nto Bread, and then+into the natural Body: of -Ghriſt 
by their participation of the' Sacrament,” becaule they 
are ſaid th to be” ow? bread and ove body.. ' And: 
the ſame Apoſtle in the next Chapter , after he had 
ſpoken of the -conſeeratiorf of the Elements {till calls 
themithe #read and" the Cup; in three verſes together, 
As ofterms ye eat this bread and drink this cup, v.26. 

| Whoſoever 


* ture tells us he-did'cat and drink with: his Diſciples: 
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againff Tranfubltantiation. 9 
Whoſoever ſhall tat this bread: and drink this cup of the 


Lord unworthbily,”: v, 27. But let a man examine him- 
felf,, and ſo let him eat of this bread and drink of that 
cup, V.28. And our Saviour himſelf when he had faid, 
this us my bloud of the new Teſtament, immediately adds, 
* but I ſay.unto'you, I will net henceforth drink of this. 
frat of the Vine, wntill I drink it new with you in my 
Father's Kingdom, that is, not till after his reſurre&t- 
on, which was the firft ſtep of his exahation into:the 
Kingdom- given hitnby lus Father, when the Serip- 


* Matth. 26. 
29. 


But that which 1 obſerve from out. Saviour's wonds is, 
that after the conſecration-of theC#p and the delivering 
of it to his Diſciples to drink of it, he tells them thar 
he would thencetorth drink no moreof the fruit of the 
Vine, which he: hatl-now: drank with then; -till after 
his Reſurre&ion. From whence it 18. plaini that: it was 
the fruit of the'Vine, -real wine, which our Savicur 
drank of and communicated to hisDiſciples in the Sa- 
crament. | | 3 Wihaneiot 2 i 
y:Beſides, if we copfider that he celebrated this Sacra- 
ment before his Paſſion; it -is tmpoſiible thete words 
ſhould be underſtood literally 'of the natural body 
and bloud of Chriſt, ; becaufe it was his body broken 
and his blond ſbed:which he gave to his Diſciples, whicl 
# we underſtand: literally. ot- his - gatural 'body-broken 
and his bloud ſhed, then theſe : words, this 25 my $ody 
which-is broken, and this is my -bloud which is ſhed, 
could not. be true, becauſe his Body was then . whole 
and unbroken, and his bloud not then ſhed; nor could. 
it be . a propitratdry Sacrifjee (as they: affirm 'this Sa: 
crament-to. be ):unleſs they will ſay; that propitiation 
was. made before Chriſt. fufter'd : And: it is hkewile 1me 
poſſible that. the Diſciples ſhould underſtand theſe 
words: literally, becauſe they not ; onely , plainly _ 
I B z that 
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that what he fave them was Bread anJ Fine, but 
they ſaw likewiſe as _ that it was not his Body 
which / was given, but his Body which gave that 
which was given ; not his body broken and his bloud 
ſhed, becauſe they ſaw him alive at that very time 
and beheld his body whole and unpierc'd ; and there- 
fore they could not underſtand theſe words literally: 
If they did, can we imagine that the Diſciples, who 
upon all other occaſions were ſo full of queſtions and 
objections, ſhould make no difficulty of this matter ? 
nor ſo much as ask our Saviour, how can theſe things 
be? that they ſhould not tell him, we ſee this to be 
Bread and that to be Wine, and we ſee thy Body to be 
diſtin& from both ; we ſee thy Body not broken, and 
thy Bloud not ſhed. 

From/all which it muſt needs be very evident, to 
any man that will impartially conſider things, how 
little reaſon there is to underſtand thoſe words of our 
Saviour, this is my body, and this is my bloud, in the 
ſenſe of Tranſub/tantiation ; nay on the contrary, that 
there is very great reaſon and an evident neceſlity-to 
underſtand them otherwiſe. | I proceed to ſhew, | 

2/y. That this Do&rine is not grounded upon the 
perperual Belief of the Chriſtian Church , which the 
Church of Rome vainly pretends as- an evidence- that 
the Church did always underſtand/and' interpret our 
Saviour's words in this ſenſe. | 

To manifeſt the groundleſneſs of this pretence, I 
ſhall, x. ſhew by plain teſtimony of the Fathers in 
ſeveral Ages, that this DoQtrine was not the belief of 
the ancient Chriſtian Church. 2. ſhall ſhew the 
time and occaſion of its coming in, 'and by what de- 
grees it grew up and was eſtabliſh'd in the Rowan 
Church. 3. I ſhall anſwer their great pretended 
Demonſtratjon that this always was and- muſt have 

e £4 been 
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againf! Tranſubſtantiation. 
been the* conſtant” belief of the Chiſtian Church, 

I. T ſhall ſhew by plain Teſtimonies of the Fathers 
m ſeveral Apes, for above five hundred years after 
Chriſt, that this DoQrine was not the belief of the an- 
cent Chriſtian Church. | deny not but that the Fa- 
thers do, and that with great reaſon, very much mag- 
nify the wonderfull myſtery and efficacy of this Sacra- 
ment, and frequently ſpeak of a great Supernatural 
change made by the divine benediction ; which we 
alſo readily acknowledge. They fay indeed, that the 
Elements of Bread and Wine do by the divine bleſſing 
become to us'the Body and Bloud of Chriſt : But they 
likewiſe ſay that the names of the things ſignified are 
given to the Signs ; that the Bread and Wine do till 
remain in their proper n#ture and ſubſtance, and that: 
they are turn'd into the ſubſtatce of our Bodies ; -that 
the Body of Chriſt in the Sacrament is not his natural 
Body, but the ſign and figure of it ; not that Body 
Which was crucified, nor that Bloud which was ſhed 
upon the Croſs; and that it is impious to underſtand 
the eating of "the fleſh of the Sow of man and drinking 
his Boud literally : all which are dire&tly oppoſite to 
the Do@rine of 7ranſub/tantiation and utterly incon- 
ſiſtent with it, I will ſele& but ſome few Teſtimonies 
of -many which I might bring to this purpoſe. 

TI begin with Jun Martyr, who ſays exprefly , 


that * owr bloxd and Fleſh are nouriſhed by the convers- , 


.2.p.58, 


fion of that food which we receive in the Euchariſt : Edi. Paril. 
But 7hat cannot be the natural body and bloud of 1536: 


Chriſt, for no man will ſay that zhat is converted into 
the nouriſhment of our bodies. 


The Second is * Ireneus, who ſpeaking of this Sa+ »,;, 4. £:34+ 


crament ſays, that the bread which is from the earth 
receiving the divine invxation is now no longer common 


Bread, but the Eucharift ( or Sacrament ) conſiſting of 
( ' Iwo 
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ADISCOURSE: : 
two things, the one earthly, the other . beavenly., He 
ſays it-15 no longer common bread; but aucha keen 
tion or conſecration it becomes the' Sacrament, iS, 
bread fanCtified, conſiſting of two things an earthly 
and a heavenly ; the earthly thing is. bread, and the, 
heavenly is the divine bleſling which. by; the invoca-» 


* lib. 5, c.2- tion or conſecration is added to it. And * elſewere he. 


hath this paſſage, when therefore the cup that is mix'd 
(9 is, of Wiqe and Water ) axd the; bread that is 
roken receives the word of God, it' becomes the Eucha>. 


riſt of the bloud ayd body of Chriſt, of ,wbich the. {ub-- 


fance of our fleſh is increafed.aud'confifs .:. but if that 
which we receive- in the Sacrament, do- nouriſh our 
bodies, it muſt be bread and wine, and not the natural 
body and bloud of. Chriſt. ,,,There is another, remark- 
able Teſtimony of Ireneus,which though it. be.nat. now 
extant in thoſe works of his which remain, yet. bath 


* Cnment.in been preſerv'd by * Oecumenius, and it is this ; when 
1 PeteG-3- ('fays he) the Greeks had taken ſome Servants, of the 


Chriſtian Catechumeni ( that,-is, ſuch as. had not þeen 
admitted tothe Sacrament ) and afterwards urged them 
by violence to tell them ſome of the ſecrets of the Chriſti« 
aus, theſe Servants. having. nothing to ſay that might 
gratify thoſe who offered violence to them, except onely 
that they had heard from thefr pw 57 the —_ 
Communzox was the bloud and'body of "Chriſt, they thipk- 
ing that it was really. blais and fleſb declar'd as much 
ta thoſe that queſtioned them, The Greeks taking this 
as if it were really done by the Chriſtians, diſcovered it 
to others of the Greeks ; who hereupon put Sanctus and 
Blandina to the torture .to make, them c 


. whom Blandina foldly anſwered, Few wonld they endure 
* to da this, who by way of exerciſe (or abſtinence) de 


wot cat. that fleſh which may lawfully be. eaten? By | 


which it appears. that this, which they would have 
Hg ” char gd 
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againſt Tranſubſtantiation. 
charg'd uponChriftians, asif they had literally eaten the 
feſh 2nd bloud of Chriſt in the Sacrament, was a.falle 
acoulation. which.theſe Martyrs. denied,: ſaying 'they 
were io far from that that they' for their-part did} nor 
eat any fleſh at all. | 
- The next is Tertu#ian, who proves againſt Marcion 
the Heretique-that the Body, of :our Saviour was nota 
mere phantaſm and appearance, but. a:real Body, .be- 
cauſe the Sacrament tis a figure 'and:image of his Body z 
and if there be an image of his body he muſt have a 
real body , otherwiſe the Sacrament would be an 
unage of an image. His words are theſe, * thebread + 4te;.' 
which our Saviexr took and diftributed to his Diſciples Marcionem. 
be made his own body, ſaying this is my body, that is, 74.” Rigale. 
the image or figure of my body. But it could not have been Paris. 1634- 
the figure of his body, if there had not been a true and 
real Jody. Andarguing againſt the Scepticts whodenied 

the certainty of tenſe he uſeth this Argument : That 

if we queſtion cur ſenſes we may doubt whether our 

Bleſſed Saviour were not deceived in what he heard; 

and faw, and touched. * Ze might (fays he ) be de- ,,;, 1. 1 
ceived is the wwice from heaven, tm the [med of the oint« ma, p. 319. 
ment - with which .he was anointed againft his burial ; 

and in the tafle of the wine which: be conſecrated in re- 
wembrance of his Hloud. So that it. ſeems we are to 
truſt-our ſenſes, even in the matter of the Sacrament ; 

and if that be-true, the Dofrine of 7ranſubſtantiation 
is certainly falſe. 
Origen in his. * Comment on Math. 1 5, ſpeaking of * Zdir. Hu- 
the Sacrament hath this paſlage, Zhat food which 3s 
ſandified by the word of God and prayer, as to that of it 
which is material, goeth into the belly and is caſt out into. 
the drgught, which none ſurely will fay of the Body 
of Cliriit. And afterwards he adds by way of expli- 
cation,. .it is not the-matter of the bread, but the word 

== which 
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which is ſpoken over it, which profiteth him that worthi- 
ly eateth the' Lord; and this ( he lays) he had ſpoken 
concerning the typical and Symbolical body. ' So that the 
matter of bread remaineth in the Sacrament, and this 
Origen calls the typical and Symbolical body of Chriſt ; 
and it is not the natural had of Chriſt which is there 
eaten, for the food eaten in the Sacrament, as to that 
of- it which is material, goeth into the belly and is caſt 
out intothe draught. This teitimony 1s ſo very plain 
in the Cauſe that Sextus Senexfis ſuſpeRts this place of 
Origen was depraved by the Heretiques. Cardinal 
Perron is contented to allow it to be Orzger's, but re- 
jeds his teſtimony becauſe he was accuſed of Hereſie 
by ſome of the Fathers, and ſays he talks like'a 
Heretique in this place. . So that with much ado this 
teſtimony 1s yielded to us. The fame Father in his 
* Hemilies upon Leviticus ſpeaks thus, There. is alſo in 
the New Teſtament a letter which kills. him who doth not 
Spiritually. underſtand thoſe things which ane-Jaid ; for 
if we take according to the Letter | that which is ſaid, 
EXCEPT TE EAT MT. FLESH AND DRINX MT 
BLOUD, this Letter kills. And this alſo is a killing 
Teſtimony, and not to be anſwered but: in Cardinal 
Perron's way, by ſaying he talks like a Heretique.. * 
St. Cyprian hath a whole Epiſtle *to Cecilius, againſt 
thoſe who gave the Communion in Water onely without 
Wine mingled with it ; and his main argument againſt 
them is this, that the loud of Chriſt with which we are 
redeemed and quickened cannot ſeem to be. in the Cup when 
there is no Wine in the Cup by which the Bloud of Chriſt 
is repreſented : and afterwards . he fays, that contrary 
to the Evangelical and Apoſtolical Doftrine water was in 
Jeme places ofler'd (or given) in the Lord's Cup, which 
(ſays he) alone cannot expreſs (or repreſent) the bloud of 
Chr;/e. . And laſtly he tells us, that by water the people 
TD 
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1s underſtood, by Wine the Bloud of Chriſt is ſhewn (or 


repreſented) but when in the Cup water is mingled with 
Wine the people is united to Chriff, So that according 
to this Argument Wine in the Sacramental Cap is no 
otherwiſe chang into the bloud of Chriſt than the Wa- 
ter mixed- with it is changed into the People. which 
are ſaid to be united to Chriſt, 

T omit” many others, and paſs to St: Auſtin inthe 
fourth Age atter Chriſt. And I'the rather inſiſt upon 
his 'Teltimony, becauſe of his eminent- eſteem and-au.. 
thority in the Latin Church; and he alſo calls'the 


Elements ' of the Sacrament the figure and Sign of. 


Chriſt's body and Hoad. ' In his Book againſt Adimay- 
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tus the Manichee we have this expreſhon, * our Lord ,,,, 7,5. 
did not doubt to ſay, this is my Body, when he gave the p. 187. Edit. 
Sign of hu Body. And in his explication of the-third Bail 1569 

Pſalm, ſpeaking of Zudas whom our Lord admitted to 

his laſt Supper, i#'which' (ſays he) + he commended and t Enarrat. in 


delivered to his Diſciples the-fizure of his Body ; Lan- oe. 8. 


guage which would now be cenſur'd for Herelie in the 
Church of Rome. Indeed he was never accus'd of He- 
refie, as Cardinal Perron ſays Origen was, but be talks 
as. like one as Origen himſelf. And in his Comment on 
the 98 P/alm1peaking of the offence which the Dif- 
ciples took at that ſaying of our Saviour, exceptye cat 
the fleſh of the Son of man and drink his bloud, Sc. he 


brings in- our Saviour ſpeaking thus to them, || ye muſt || 14. Tim. 9. 


underftand Spiritually what I have ſaid'anto. you; ye are ® 05 


not to eat this body whith ye ſee, and 'to drink that bloud 
which ſhall be fhed by theſe that ſhall crucify me. Thave 
commended a certain Sacrament to you, which being Si» 
ritually wnderſtcod will give you life. What more op- 
polite to the Doctrine of 7ranſubſtant iation, than that 
the Diſciples were not to eat that Body of Chriſt which 
they ſaw, nor to drink that Me was ſhed u _ 
F t 
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the Croſs, but that all this was to be underſtond! ſpiri- 
tually and according to: the nature. of 8 Sacrament? 
_ - Fori that body he tells us-15 not here but. in heaven,..in 
his Commentupon theſe words, me ye have net always, 
* Id. Tra. * Fe ſpeaks (lays he) of the preſence of. his body; ye 
$0. ## Johan. ſhall have me 'according to my jreonionne , paeieary Fe 
Majeſty and inviſible grace ;. but according to the, 6: 
which the word aſſumed-, according to that .which, was 
born of the Virgin Mary ,' ye ſhall not have me's there. 
fore becauſe he comnverſed with his Diſciples fourty days, 
he is aſcended up into heaven and is xot here, . 
+14. Tan. 2. I his 23d. Epiſtle ; + if the Sacraments(ſays he) bad 


P. 93s not fome reſemblance of thoſe, things whereof they are Sa» 


craments, they would not be Sacraments at all 3" but from 

this reſemblance they take for the moſt part the names 

of the things which they repreſent. Therefore as the Sa- 

crament of body of Chriſt is in ſome manner or ſenſe 

Chriſt's , and the Sacrament of his bloud is the 

blond of Chrift'; So the' Sacrament of faith ( meaning 
Baptiſm ) # faith. Upon which words of 'St. Auſtin 

there is this remarkable G/of5 in their own Canon Law ; 

[| De Conſeer. || the heavenly Sacrament which truly repreſents the fleſh 
dift.2. Hoc eft. of Chriſt is called the body of Chriſt ; but improperly. 

whence'it is ſaid, that after 4 manner, but not accord! 

t0 the truth of the thing but the myſtery of the thing /g- 
aiifted ; So that the meaning is, it is called the body of 

Chriſt, that is ,-it fignifies the body of Chriſt ; And if 

this be St. Awfiiis. meaning, I am ſure no! Proteſtant 

' canſpeak more plainly againſt Tranſubſtantiation, And 

in the ancient Cavern of the Maſs, betore it was chang'd 

in complyance with this new DoQrine, it is expreſly 
. calld a Sacrament , a Sign an Image and a figure of 
Chriff's body. To which I will add that ' remarkable 

*De conſecrat. paſſage of St.. Auſtin Cited by * Gratian, that as we re- 
diſt. 2. Se&.. .cezve the femilitude of his death in Baptiſm, ſo we may 
Vrrum. | alle 
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I alfo_ receive the likeneſs of his fleſh and bloud ; that (6 
} neither may truth be wanting in the Sacrament, nor Pa- 
n gans have occaſion to make us ridiculous for drinking the 
$4 bloud of one that was ſlain. . 
e I will mentiqn bur one "Teſtimony. more of this Fa- 
Li ther, but ſo clear a one as 1t'ismpothble aryrimanen his " 
h wits that had believed \7rav/ul/tantiation-could lave 
Is utter'd. It is in his Treatiſe * de Dottrina Chr iſtiana'; *Lib 3. Tom. 
2 where laying down ſeveral/Rules for the right under- 3:* 5 
F, ſtanding of Scripture, he-gives this for one. If ( ſays 

; he ) the ſpeech be a precept forbidding ſort\heinous wick- 
d edueſs or crime, or commanding us to do gaattf'3 #15 no? 
a» figurative ; but if it ſeem to command any hetnous wick- 
" edneſs or crime, or to forbid that which is profitable and 
&] beneficial to athers, it is figurative. © For example; Ex: 
d= cept ye eat the fleſh of the Son of man and dr int his bloud, 
Je ye have nolife in you : This ſeems to command hiinous 
be wickedneſs and crime, therefore it is'a figare ; comman- 
's, ding us to communicate of the paſſion of our Lord, and 
m with delight and advantage ts layup in our memory that 
 ; his 'fle ſþ was crucified and wounded for us: - So rhat, 'ac- 
fp cording 'to St. Awtin's beſt skill in interpreting Scrip- 
Y.- ture, the {iteral eating of the fleſh of Chfiſt and drink- 
", ing. his bloud would have been a great umpiety ; and 
g&- { therefore the expreſſion is to be underſtood figarative- 
of ly; not as Cardinal Perron ' would” have it, onely in 
if oppoſition to the eating of his fleſh and bloud inthe 
nt groſs appearance of fleth and bloud , but to the reat - 
ad cating of his natural body and bloud under any appear- 
'd ance whatſoever : For St. Au/tin doth not ſay, this 1s 
ly Figurative ſpecch wherein we are commanded really 
of r»'fted tipbn the natural body and bloud of Chriſt un- 
le der” tlie ſpecies of bread and wine , as the Cardinal 
Fe would "underſtand him; for then the ſpeech would be 
ay literal and not figurative : But he ſays, this is a figu- 
ſo | 2 2 rative 
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rative ſpeech wherein 'we are commanded Spiritually 
to feed-upon the remembrance of: his Paſſion. + 

To theſe I will add but three or four Teſtimonies 


more in the two following Ages. 
The firſt ſhall be-of Theooret, who ſpeaking of that 


* Gen.49.11. * Praphecy.of Jacob concerning our Saviour, he waſhed 


his garments: in Wine and+his clothes in the bloud of 


+ Dialeg. 1. grapes, hath theſe words, F as we call the myſtical fruit 


of the Vine ( that is, the Wine in the Sacrament ) af- 
ter conſecration the bloud of the Lord, ſo be (viz. Facob) 
calls the bloud of the true Vine ( viz. of. Chriſt) the 
bloud of the.grape : but the bloud of Chriſt is not lite- 
rally and properly but onely fguratively the bloud of 
the grape, in the ſame ſenlc as he is faid to be the true 
Vine; and therefore the Wine in the Sacrament after 
conſecration. is in like manner not literally and proper- 
ly but figuratively the bloud of Chriſt. And he ex- 
plains this afterwards, ſaying, that our Saviour changed 
the names, and gave to his Body the name of the Symbol 
or Sign, and to the Symbol or Sign the name of his Body ; 
thas when he had call'd himſelf the Vine, he call d the 
Symbol or Sign his bloud ; fo that in the ſame ſenſe that 
he calld himſelf the Vine, 'he calld,the Wine, which 
is the Symbol of his bloud, his bloud : For, fays he, 
he would have thoſe who partake of the divine myſteries 
not to attend to the nature of the things which are ſeen, 
but\ by the change of names to pelieve the change which is 


\ made by grace ; for he whocall'd that which by nature is 


a-body wheat and bread, and again likewiſe call d himſelf 
the Vine, he honour d the Symbols with the name of his 
body and bloud : not changing nature but adding. grace ta. 
narure. Where you ſee he ſays expreſly, that whenihe 
call'd the Symbsls or Elements of the Sacrament, viz. 


bread and Wine his Body and Bloud, he made no change 


1n.the nature of the things, onely added grace to na- 
ture, 


—_ 
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ture; that-is, by the. Divine grace-and bleſſing he rai- 
ſoo them to a Spiritual and Supernatural virtue: and 
efficacy. | 

The Second is of the ſame 7heodoret in his ſecond Di- 
alogue between a Catholique, under the name of Ortho- 
doxus, and an Heretique under the name of Eraniſtes ; 
who. maintaining that the Humanity of . Chriſt was 
chang'd into the ſubitance of the Divinity (which was 
the Hereſie of Eutyches ) he illuſtrates the matter by 
this Similitude, As, ſays he, the Symbols of the Lord's 
body and bloud are one thing before the invocation of the 
Prieſt, but after the invocation are changed and become 
another thing ; So the body of our Lord after his aſcenſion 
is changed into the divine ſubſtance, But what ſays the 


Catholique Orthodoxus to this? why, he talks jult like © 
one of Cardinal Perrox's Heretiques, Thos art, fays he, . 


caught in thy own net : becauſe the myſtical Symbols after 
conſecration do not paſs out of their own nature ; for they 
remain. in their former ſubſtance, figure and appearance 
and may be ſeen and handled even as before. He does 
not anely deny the outward figure and appearance of 
the Symbols to be chang'd, but the nature and ſub- 
ſtance of them, even in the proper and ſtri&telt ſenſe 
of the word ſubſtance ; and it was neceſſary fo to do, 
otherwiſe he had not given a pertinent anſwer to the 
ſimilitude urg'd againit him. 

The next 1s one of their own Popes, Gelaffus, who 
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brings the ſame Inſtance againſt the Eutychiavs * ſure- + gigtineh, 


and bloud of our Lord are a divine thing, ſo that by 
them we are made partakers of a divine nature, and yet 
it ceaſeth not to be the ſubſtance or nature of bread and 
Wine ; and certainly the image and reſemblance of Chriſt's 
body and bloud are celebrated in the ation of the myſte- 


ries, that is, in the Sacrament. To make this In- 


ſtance 


ly, fays he, the Sacraments which we receive of the _ Patr. Tom. 4 
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ſtance of any force againſt the Zutyehiavs , who held 
that the body of Chriſt upon his aſcenſion ceag'd and 
was chang into the ſubſtance of his Divinity,: it was 
neceſlary to deny that there was any ſubſtantial 
change in the Sacrament of the bread and wine into 
the body and bloud of Chrift. So that:here is an in- 
fallible authority, one of their own Popes expreſly a- 
cainlt 7ranſabſtantiation. 

The laſt Teſtimony I ſhall produce is of Facundus an 
African Biſhop; who lived in the 6th. Century. Up- 
on occaſion of juſtifying an expreſſion of one who had 
ſaid that Chriſt alfo received the 'adoption of Sons, he 
reaſons thus. * Chriſt vouchſafed to receive the Sacra- 
ment of adoption both when he was circumciſed and bap- 
tized : And the Sacrament of Adoption may be called 
adoption, as the Sacrament of hi 'body' and bloud'; which 
is in the conſecrated bread andcup, why'us cater! hisbo- 
dy and Loud : not that the bread, lays he, is properly 
his body and the cup his blond , but becauſe they contain 
in them the myſteries of his body and blond ; hence alſo 
our Lord himſelf called the bleſſed bread and cup which 
he gave to his Diſciples his body and bloud. "Can any 
man aſter this believe, that it was then, and had ever 


| been, the univerſal and received Doctrine of the 


Chriſtian Church, that the bread and wine m the Sa- 
crament are ſubſtantially changed into the proper and | 
natural body and bloud of Chriſt - 

By theſe plain Teſtimonies which I have produced, . 
and I might have brought agreat many more to the 
fame purpoſe, it is I think evident beyond aſl denial 
that Tranſubſtantiation hath not been the perpetual be- 
lief of the Chriſtian Church, And this likewiſe 4s ac- 
knowledget by many great and learned men: of the | 
Roman Church. (a) Scotus acknowledfeth , that this 


L 4 Diſtt: Doctrine Was not always thought neceſſary to be: be- 
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leved, 
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lieved, but that the;neceſſity of believing'it was conſe. 
pers to that Declaration, of. the Church made.in tho 
And 
(b) Durandis freely diſcovers. his inclination to- have ) In Sent. 
elieved the contrary, if the Church had not by that des  4-4ift. 11. 
termination obliged men to believe it, (c) Tonſtal ' Bis (e)4e Euchar, 
ſhop of Durham allo yields, that before the. Lateran | 1. p. 145. 
Council men were at liberty as to the manner of Chriſt's 
preſence in the Sacrament, And (d) Eraſmus, who lived (4) # . E- 
and died in the communion- of the Roman Church, 7." _ 
and than whom no man was better read in the ancient citante etiam 
Fathers, doth confeſs that it was /ate before the Church —m_—_— 
defined Tranſubſtantiation, unknown to the Ancients both 16. p. 108. 
name and thing. And (ce) Aiphonſus a Caſtro ſays plain- (e)De Hare. 
ly, that concerning the Tranſubſtantiation of the bread |. 8. 
into the body of Chriſt, there us ſeldom any mention in 
the ancient Writers., And who can imagine that theſe 
learned men would,.have granted the ancient Church 
and, Fathers tq have been. fo. much Strangers to this 
Doctrine, had they. thought it to: have been the per- 
petual belief of the Church? I ſhall now in the: 
Second place, give. an account of the perticu/ar time 
and occaſipn of the-coming in of this Do@rine, and by what 
ſteps: and degrees it grew up and was advanced into 
an Article of Faith inthe Remſb Church. The Dod@rine 
of the corporal preſence of Chriſt was firſt ſtarted upon 
occaſion of the Diſpute about the Worſhip of Images, 
in oppoſition whereto the Sywod of Conſtantinople about 
the year DCCL did argue. thus, That our Lord ha- 
ving left us no other image of himſelf but the Sacra- 
ment, in which the ſubſtance of bread is the image of 
his body, we ought to make no other image of our 
Lord. In anſwer to this Argument the ſecond Counci/ 


' of Nice in the year DCCLXXXVII did declare, that 
the Sacrament after Conſecration is not the image and 


. antirype 
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antitype of Chriſt's body and bloud,' but is properly his 
body' and bloud. ' 'So that” rhe *'corporal body of Chriſt 
in' the Sacrament was firſt brought” ito firpport the ftu- 
pid worſhip of mazes + And'indeed it could'never have 
come in upon a more proper occaſion, nor have been 


.., applied to a fitter purpoſe. 


. And'here- 1 cannot- but' take notice how well this 


* De Excha- agrees With-* Be/armine's Obſervation, 'that none of rhe 
rift. 6 11+ dncients who wrote of Herefies "hath put this errour 


T Þid. 


(viz.'of denying 7ranſub/tantiation) in his Catalogue ; 
nor did any of the Ancients diſpute againſt this errour 
for the firſt 600 years. Which is very true, becauſe 
there could be no oceaſion then to diſpute againſt thoſe 
who denied 7ranſub/tantiation; ſince, as I Have ſhewn, 
this Do&rine was not in being , -unleſs amongſt the 
Eutychian Heretiques, for the tirſt'600 years and more. 
but f-Be/armine poes-on and tells us, that the frff- who 
call'd in queſtion the t#uth-bf the Body of the' Lord in the 
Eucharift were the 'ICONO MAC Þ{F'( the oppoſers of 
Images) after the year DCG in the Council of. Conſtant i- 
nople- ;2for'theſe faid there was one image of Chriſt inſt i- 
tuted by Chriſt himſelf,” viz, the bread and wine inthe 
Euchardt; which repreſents the body and blond of Chrift : 
Wherefore from that time the Greek Writers often ad- 
mexiſh us that the Euchariſt-3s not the figure or image of 
the body of the Lord, but'bs true body, as appears from 
the VN. Syned';. which agrees moſt exactly with the 
account which have--given of the firſt riſe of this 
Doctrine, 'which' began with the corporal preſence of 
Chriſt in the Sacrament and afterwards proceeded to 
Tranſubſtantiation. | 

And as this was the firſt occaſion of introducing 
this Dottrize among the Greeks ; ſo-m the Latin or 
Roman Church Paſchaffus Radbertus, firſt a Monk, and 
afterwards Abbat of Corbey, was the firſt broacher of it 
in the year DCCCXVHI, And 
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| Bile of Hifory; we 
nent of tht ver "Eminent Per- 
| Sd Sirmiondus; 
this 1/chafis was thaFirft 


r w#s' the firft. who 
EE written conterning, the trath : 


hired Jo firff expliiimttt bhe - wipe ſenſe 
_ the worn Ln: Church, that Vt opent2 t _ -_ 41+ Wh 


reſt who afterwards' in gre reat members-wrote upon the ſame 
p dead. 7 But thobgh'Sirmondus i Is pleaſed'to fay 1 _ 
he onely' firſt explain "the: ſenſe” 6f the Ca | 
Churctt in this Point, yet it is'very plain from the Re- 

cords of that Age. which are leftto us, that this was the 
firſt time that this Do&rine was broached in the Latin 


' Church ; and it met withgreat oppoſitivn in that 


2s Iſhall have" occaſion hereafter: toſhew. "For Raba- 
vns Mairus Arch-Biſhop 'of Mentz about the year 
DCCCXLvVII reciting the very words of Paſchaſius 
wherein he had deliver'd this DoQtrine, hath this re- 


fays he, of - late, not having. a right opinion concerning 


ſaid that this is the body and bloud of our Lord which was 
_ of the Virgin Mary, and in which our Lord ſuffered 
the Croſs 6.) roſe” from the dead: which erronr , 
Gon he, \we have oppos'4 with all our mi From 
whence it is plain; by the Teſtimony _ one of the 
greateſt and moſt learned Biſhops of that Age, and of 
eminent reputation for Piety, that what is now the 
very Do&rine of the Church of Rome RR by 
Sacrament, was then eſteem'd an Errour broach 
ſome particular Perſons, but was far from bo hy 
gn. receiv'd Doctrine of that Age. Can any 
D one 


dowd afoen pede. camegh #2 Be bays * De Scripoer. 
This'4 _ 


the _ _ t Sir + wite Paſ. 


markable paſſage concerning-the novelty of it; {| Some, | Epi. at. 
the Sher ance of the body and bloud of our Lord, have® 3* 
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BY os ge” Germany had gais'd- a\ixoihs. 
ainſtthys 


in(tthys Dodrine,; he was compel y] 4 it by 
: Þc : Nicholas and the Connribrat Rome, in'thoſe wards, 
* Gratian, de * has the br ie ayd wine which '6re' ſet, upon. the Al an} 
- - ig ae the ,canſerration 476, not nely the Swerawent, bud 
Eien. & the 1746 Jody and Moud of our Lord Fefus Chriſt; and 
—_—_ ms are fuk, not onely in the Sacrament but In truth, 
Guirmund. haudled and dyoken by the baugs of the Prieft., and 
NIE goon or bruifed by. the teeth of tbe faithful: But it 
o.1.cag, eems-the - Pape and his Cayncil were not then! ykiltull 
Enough to expreſs ghemſelves rightly. in this mattor ; 
+ Gloſs. De- for the Gloſs upon the Caves Law ſays exprefly, f that 
cret. de conſe-. gu lof5 we: underftgyd theſe wards of BERENG ARFUS. 
x6 6s. ( that is io truth of the Pope and his Council) in a Joo 
rengarine.. ſenſe, we fhaſl fall into # greater Herefie than. that” of 
BERENGARIUS ; for we do net make. parts of the 
| body of Chriſt. The pour by which Gifs I cannot 
imagine, unleſs it be- this, that the Body. of. Chnift , 
though it be in truth, Groken, Yer it is Not broktn 2uts 
. parts { for we do not make parts of the body of Chrift,) 
but into wholes : Now this new way of breaking a Rnd, 
not into parts but into wholes (which jn gogd carnelt is 
the Nodrine of the Church of Rome ) though toithema 
that are able to believe 7Trau/ſubtantigt;on.it may hor any 
thing know appear t9 be ſound ſenſe, - yet to us that 
cannot believe fo 1sappears tobe ſoligl non-ſenſe. | 


Er UG. 


—_ 
we 


"IIS II 


wa 
- 


'Q, WS-.9% B'S DW YO OP OOO 


ogainſt» Tbatiſatltatitfaſion, 


ABGUt'XIX years ter; 21 the ROUTE 
/ the VIId begaritobe gs 
and thereforei in another Council — «A 
#6 | "Form; 1Wizt's Bhat 2 he Gre f dud * Walden 


wine hich ard phtced upon ht Altar are fubfamtinl_y ne <3 


red into the trit timid proper and quickning fleſh and 


| Blond of Our => Feſus- core and" after conſecration 


are the true bodly of 'Chriff, which was born of the Firs 
, word whit eingbffered* for 'ths' Saluation-of "the 
14 did hang x apor/ the Tyoſt,” : and fir on' the right 
hand of the Fat 
: $6 that from the'i firſt Nneriing of this Do&rine - in 
the [et Council of Nice-in the year DOCUXXX VII, 
td! thie* Conmesl wander: Po Grgetyithe VII! in”. the 


year "MIXXIX,7 it lwas aloft Three hundred .years - 


_ this Doatine. Sade rs and _ (this' mis 
z ofter of Tranſubſtantdavion 40% lick d into 
ge ion hr ky [5 how-fetled !arideſtablith'd vin 
of / A” 'Heretheti is a plain accountiof 
the firſt leah of-this Do@rine; ard of the ſeveral fteps 
+2dvanced by-the Church of me into 

v M416 as Path. 2Feome-howt'inthe: 2 
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JHat ion dF the Arcdrr "that this\DoBtrine.,"if it had 
Seen new, fMoutd ever Have come” i, in any. Ate; and 
Been rectrved ty the Churth'; andl evnſequpaily # muſt -of 
neceſſity hav? borw the"perpotual belief of: the Churchiin 
#ll- FE 'For if 'it had not dwaysbeen: the DoGtrine 
of the Church, "whenever "it had nerempted' firſt 40 

'comein there would have been; 2 great. ſtir and'buſtke 
rok 6g and-rhe- ia? World would: have 


ny i pr. JX.: Butiwe-exnfhew'no fuch 
tire When car &intand When ary ſuch oppo- 


Fition was made to it and therefore it'was always the 


Do8ttimeePrheCthitch” * This Demb#ftration Motiſicur 
D 2 Arxauld, 
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Arnavie, a very leaned Man in France, pretends to be 
ynanberablez whether ,ir be;ſo.or not; [ſhall briefly 
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- crament, .and- that ſeemed any way to countenance 
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Fr, we darafſign.a,punual 919.Fery likely time 
of thefirſt riſe of. this Dodrine, about. the beginning 
of the ninth Age ; though it did not take. firm-:root 
nor was fully ſerlgd and eſtabliſh'd till towards the,cnd 
of "the eleventh, And this was the,moſt likely time 
of all other, from: the beginning. of Chriſtianity, for 
fo groſs an Exrour to appear ; it being, by the confe(- 
ſion and conſent of their own ZH:/orians , the moſt 
dark and diſmal time that ever happened to the Chriſti- 
an Church, 'both for. /awvrance , and Superftition,. and 
Vice, It came- in. together. with 7do/atry , and was 
made, uſe of to ſupport.it: A. fit-prop and companion 
for it. And indeed what tares might not the Enemy 
have fown in fo dark and. long a Nzght ;.when ſo.con» 
ſiderable a part of the Chriſtian World was lull d:aſſep 
in-profound Ignorance and Spperſtition + And, this. a- 
grees very well with the account which our Saviogr 
himſelf gives in the Parade of the Tares, of the ſpring- 
ing up of Errours.and Corruptions.in the, Field. of the 
Church, *}While the, men fleps the, Enemy Jig his work 


'in\ the. Night, fo that, when \ they were, awake they 
' wondered how-and whence the zares came ; but being 


ſure. they' were there, and that they were not ſown 
at firſt; they concladed-zhe Enemy had done it... . 

Secondly, 1-have-ſhewn hikewile ghat there was con- 
fiderable oppoſition made to this Errour at. its:firſt come 
ing in. . The general Ignorance and groſs Superſtition 
of that Age rendered the > of' people, more- 
quiet and; ſecure, and: diſpoled them to receive .any 
thing that came under, a-pretegce of, myſtery in Reli- 
gion and of greater reverence and devotion to. the Sa- 


the 


again Eranſubltantiation. 27 
. - the worſhipiof  /mages, for which at that time they 
were-:zealouſly concern'd. But, notwithſtanding the 
ſecurity and. paſſive. temper /of, the People, the men 
moſt eminent: for piety and-learning in that Time 
made great reſiſtance againſt it. I have already na- 
med Rabanus Arch-Biſhop of -Mentz, who oppos'd it 
as.,an Errour lately ſprung. up and which had then 
gained but upon ſome few perions. To whom I may 
add Heribaldus Biſhop of  Auxerres in France, Io. Sco- 
tus Erigena, and Ratramnus commonly-known by the 
name of Bertram, who at the ſame time were employ- 
ed. by. the Emperour Charles, the Bald to oppoſe this 
growing-Errour, and wrote learnedly againſt it. And 
theſe were the, eminent men for learning; in that time, 
And becanſe Monſieur Arnauld will not be ſatisfied un- 
le(s there were ſome ſtir and buſtle about it , Bertram 
in his Preface to his Book tells us, that they who, accor- 
ding to their Jeveral intent talked differently about 
the myſtery of Chriſt's body and bloud were divided by no 
ſmall Schiſm: + | 
Thirdly, Though for, a more clear :and fatisfaQory 
anſwer to this pretended Deworyſtration. t have been 
contented-to untie this. knot, 'yet I could, without all 
theſe-pains have cut it. For ſuppoſe this Doftrine had 
ſilently .come in and without oppoſition, ſo that we 
could not aſſign the particular time and occaſion of 
4ts firſt Riſe z yet_if it be evident from the Records of 
. former, Ages, for above D. years together, that this was 
not the ancient belief of the Church ; and plain alſo, 
that.ithis. DoQrine was afterwards received 1n the Ro- 
.man Church, though we could not tell how and when 
_ it came-in, yet it wopld be the wildeſt and moſt ex- 
-travagant/thing in the world to ſetup a pretended De- 
-monitration-ot Reaſon againſt plain Experience and 
. matter of -FaR.. This is juſt Zeyo's Demoanltration Za 
rac 
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have demonſtrated rhet the 7ares Were whair,, deewaſt 


who had the greateſt Ariny- inChri/tendow in ' read 
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the impoBbilicy of 'TAotien '88ainft Diogever walking 
before mg "For this [pn wr 0 
that impoſſible to/have-been. which woſt Tettugwayt 
was. Faſt thus'the*Servienrs 'im! the: Pardble 


they were ſure none Þut good feed: was fown at frft; 
and no man'covild give any #ecount of the-puftuet 
time when arly tares were ſown-, 'or bywhom and 
if an Enemy had'corme-to do it; he alt weeds have 


- met with great reſiſtaticeand oppoſition 4 but noYuch 


reſiſtance was made, and therefore there could: be'ag 
tares in the feld, butthat which they -cual'd #arapiwans 
certainly good whear.  'At the 'fameTate'# man'tthphit 
demonſtrare that our King, his Majeſty df great Bripain, 
is not return'd into Englard, nor teftor'd/to/his Crown; 
becauſe there being F L. re and powerfall an Army 
poffeſsd 6f his Lands, and: therefore obliged-by irftereit 
to keep him out; it was impoſibte” He ſhould xver 
comein without 'apreat teal-*of fiphting and bloud- 
ſhed : but there was no ſuch thing, therefore he is '$6t 
returin'd and reſtor'd to his Crown: -'And by-the like 
kind oF Dermonftration one 'inight prove thar”'ifle 
'Zurk id not invade Chriſtendom Wit year, ant baliey 
Viewma ; becauſe if he had, the theft Chriftivh AIvg, 


fieſs, would certainly have erployed:it againſtifjiny; 


-but Monfieur Arnaud certainly knows, no ſuckithing 


was done: And therefore according to his Way of! De- 
monRration, the matter of fait, ſo commonly: repor- 
ted and believed , concerning the -Zurks -Tmvaſion-f 


Chriſtendom 'and befieging Viema'laſt year, -4vagn 
Perfe&t' miſtake. -But-a than may demonſtfuteſtiiÞ his 
'head-/ahd_ heart ake, before he ſhall &ver !beagblo-to 
'proverhat which certainly is; or was, never: totuve 
*been. **For-of all forts of- tmpoſſibles ndthiny is note 


evidently 
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idengly fo, than to, make that which hath been not 
fl. . All the reaſon in the world is too weak 


jd i ment could prevail with him- 
In fe aq'and baited a Cauſe; or could 
Fran 4 ſo wooden a Dagger as his De- 


againſt, certain Experience and 


the moſt of the learned men of their Church did here- 
tofore, and many do ſtill reſolve their belief of this 
Dodrine : And, as I have already, {hewn, do plaivly 
fay that they ſee no ſufficient reaſon, exher fram Scr7p- 
tare or Tradition, for the belief of it : And that they 
thould have believed the contrary had not the deter- 
mination of the Church obliged them otherwiſe 
-- But if this DoAtine' be obtruded upon the world 
merely by virtue of the Authority of the Roman 
Chyrch, and the Declaration of the Counci} under 
Pope Gregory the VII® or of the Zateran Council un- 
der Zyocent the. III. then it is a plain Innovation in 
the Chriftian Do&rine, and anew Article of Faith im- 
> upon the Chriſtian world. ' And if any Church 
nath this power, the Chriſtian Faith may be enlarged 
and changed as often as men pleaſe; and that which is 
no: part of our Saviour's DoQrine, nay, any thing 
though never.ſo abſurd and unreaſonable, may become 
an Article of-Faith obliging all Chriſtians to the btlicf 
ef it, whenever tire Church of Rome ſhall think 8 to 
| dio 
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flamp her Authority upon it-; which would make 
109 01 


J ; : 


Chriſtianity @ moſt uncertain and gngleſs: 

The Fourth pretended groung: of this 
the neceſſity of ſuch a change as, this in, the 
the comfort and benefit op thoſe who receive it, - 
there is no colour for this, if the thing be phely:coar 
ſider'd: Becauſe the comfort and benefit of the Sactay 
meat depends,upon the bleſſing annexed to-the Inſlitue 
tion.. -And as Water ih Baptiſm, thous ny ſubſtane 
tial change made in that Element, may by the Divine 
bleſſing accompanying the Inſtitution be efleual to 
the waſhing away of Sin, and Spiritual Regeneration; 
So there can no reaſon in the. world be geen why the 
Elements of Bread and Wine 1n the Lord's Supper may 
not, by the ſame Divine bleſſing accompanying, this 
Inſtitution, niake the worthy receivers partakers of all 
the Spiritual comfort and benefit deſigned to us theres 
by, without any ſubſtantial change made in thoſe, Eles-. 
ments, ſince our Lord'hath. told us, that werzly. the 
fleſh doptets nothing. So that if we could do fo odd 
and ſtrange a thing as to eatthe very natural fleſh and 
drink the bloud of our Lord, I do not ſee of what 
greater advantage it would be to.us than what we may 
have by partaking of the Symbols of his body and 
bloud as he hath appointed in remembrance of him, 


i © 


For the Spiritual efficacy of the Sacrament doth not 


depend upon the nature of. the thing received, ſuppo» 


| ſing wereceive what our Lord appointed, and receive 


it with a right preparation and diſpoſition of mind, 
but upon the ſupernatural bleſſing that goes along with 
it, and makes it effe&ual to thoſe. Spiritual ends for 
which it was appointed. , , _ ls 

The Fifth and laſt pretended ground of thisDoftrine 
is, to magnify the power of the Prieſt in being able to 
work ſo great a Miracle. And this with great pride and 


_- _ 9zainfl Tranſubltantiation, + 
pomp 15 often urg'd by them as a tranſcendenrinſtance 
of the Divine wiledom, t6 find out fo admirable-a way 
fo raife the power and reverence of 'the Prieft; that 
he ſhould;be able every day, and as often as he pleaſes, 
- fencoppa a few words to work fo- miraculous a 
change ( as they love moſt abſurdly and blaſphe- - 
moully to ſpeak ) to make God bimfelf. | 

- But this is'to pretend to a power above that of God 
himſelf, for he did 'not, nor cannot make himſeff, nor 
do any thing that implies a contradiction, as 7ranſub- 
ftantiation evidently does in their pretending to make 
Got, © For to make that which already is, and to'make 
that now which always was, is not onely vain and tri- 
fling if -it could be done, but impoſſible becaufe it im- 
plies a contradiction. 

And what if after all Tranſub/ftantiation, it it were 
poflibke and aftually wronght by. the Prieſt, wouls 
yet be 'no Miracle > For there are twothings neceſſa- 
ry to'a Miracle, that there be' a ſupernatural effet 
wrought, gnd that this effe& be evident to-ſenſe. ' So 
that though a ſupernatural effect be wrought, yet if 
it be not evident to ſenſe it is to all the ends and-put- 
poſes of a Miracle as if it were not ; and caft be no 
teſtimony or proof of any thing, becauſe it ſelf ſtands. 
in need of another Miracle to give teſtimony to it and 
to prove that it was wrought. And neither in Scripture, 
nor in profane Authours, nor in common uſe of ſpeech, 
is any thing calld' a Miracle but what falls under the 
notice of our ſenſes: A Miracle Haji norm elſe but 
pond effeft evident to ſenſe, the great end and 

11gn whereof 'is to be a ſenſible proof and conviction 
to us of ſomething that we do not ſee. Fires 
- "And for want vf this Condition, Trasſubfantiation, 
if it were true, would be no Miracle. It would in- 


deed be. very ſupernatural, but _ all that it would 
not 
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not be a Sign or Miracle : For a Sign or Miracle is al- 
ways. a thing ſenſible, otherwiſe it could, be no Sign. - 
Now that ſuch a change as is pretended- in 7ranſ#6+ 
ſtantiatien ſhould really be wrought, and yet, there 
ſhould be no ſign and appearance of it, 1s a thing very, 
wonderfull, but not. to ſenſe ; for 'our ſenſes perceive 
no change, the Bread and Wine in the Sacrament to al 
our ſenſes remaining juſt as. they, were before :. An 
that a thing ſhould remain. to all appearance juſt as, ie 
was, hath nothing at all of wonder 1n-it : we wonder 
indeed when we ſee a ſtrange thing done, but no. man 
wonders when he ſees nothing done. . So that, Fra 
ſtantiation, if they will needs have js a Miracle, is fucl 
a Miracle, as any man may -work. that ,hath.;but the 
confidence to face men down that he works it,*and 
the fortune to be believed : And though the Church of 


" Rome may magnify. their, Prieſts upon.account of thi 


Miracle, which .they. ſay they;can; work every. da 
and every hour, yet I cannot underſtand the-reaſan of 
it; for when. this great. work { as they call it) is dane, 
there is nothing more appears to be done than if there 
were no Miracle : /Now tuch a Miracle as to' all appea- 
rance is no Miracle I ſee.no reaſon why a (22/5 
Miniſter, as well as a Popiſh Prieſt, may not work as 
often as he pleaſes ; or if he can but have the patience 
to let. it alone, it will- work it ſelf, For ſurely, no- 
thing in the, world is eaſier than to.let, a thing be as it 
is, and by ſpeaking a few words oyer it to make it juſt 
what 1t was before. Every man, every day, may work + 
ten thouſand ſuch Miracles. 

. _ And thus F have diſpatch'd the Fir/t part of my Diſ- 
courſe, which was to, conſider the prefeoded grounds 
and Reaſors of the Church, of Rome tor this Doctrine, 
and to ſhew the weakneſs. and inſufficiency of them. 
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., SECOND place, to produce our 04je@7ons againſt 
it, Which will 'be of ſo much the greater force, be- 
cauſe [ have already ſhewn this'Doctrine to be deſti- 
tute of all Divine warrant and authority, and of any 


other ſort of Ground ſufficient in reaſon to jultifie ir. 
So that I do not now objeR againſt a Doctrine which 


- hath a fair probability of Divine Revelation on its ſide, 


for that would weigh down all objeftions which did 
not plainly overthrow. the probabikty and credit of 
its Divine Revelation : But I objeCt againſt a Dofrine 
by the mere will and Tyranny of men imposd upon 


- the belief of Chriſtians, without any evidence of Scrip- 


tere, and againſt all the evidence of Reaſon -and 
Senſe. 4 

The ObjeQions I ſhall reduce to theſe zwo Heads. 
Firſt, the infinite ſcandal of this Dodrine to the Chri- 
ſtian Religion. And Secondly, the monſtrous and in- 
ſupportable abſurdity of it. 
Firſt, The infinite ſcandal of this Dobbrine to the Chri> 
{tian Religion. And that upon theſe four accounts. 1. Of 
the ſtupidity of this DoQrine. 2. The real barbarouf- 
neſs of this Sacrament and Rite of our Religion.upon 
ſuppoſition of the truth of this DoQrine. 3. Of tlie 
cruel and bloudy conſequences of it, _ 4. Of the dan- 
ger of Idolatry ; which they are certainly guilty of, 
if this Do@rine be not true. | 2 
- T. Upon account of the ſtupidity of this Dottrine. 
I remember that Tally, who was a man of very good 


ſenſe, inſtanceth in the conceit of eating God as the ex- 


tremity of madneſs, and fo ſtupid.an apprehenſion as 
he thought no man was, ever guilty of. *When we cad, 


. : bu . 
lays, be, the fra of. the earth Ceres, and wine Bacchus, —_— > 


we uſe but the common language ; but do you think ah) 
wan ſo mad as to believe that which he eats to be God? 
| E 2 It 
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It ſeems he could not believe that ſo extravagant a fol- 
ly had ever entred into the mind of man. Tt is a very 
ſevere ſaying of Averroes the Arabian Philoſopher 
(who lived after this DoEtrine was entertained am 
Chriſtians) and ought to make.the Church of Rewe 
bluſh, if the can; * / have travel'd, fays he, over the 
world, and have found divers Sets ; but. ſo ſottiſh a 
Se& or Law I never found, as is the Se&t of the Chriſti- 
ans; becauſe with their own teeth they devour their God 
whom they worſhip. - Tt was great ſtupidity in the Peo- 
ple of 1ſrael to fay, Come let us make us Gods ; but it 
was Civilly faid of them, Let us make us Gods that m 
go before us, in compariſon of the Church of Rome, 
who fay, Let us make a God that we may eat him. $0 
that upon the whole matter I cannot but wonder that 
they ſhould chuſe thus to expoſe Faith to the contempt 
of all that are endued with Reaſon. And to ſpeak the 
plain truth, the Chriſtian Religion was fiever fo hor- 
ribly expoſed to the ſcorn of Atheiſts and Infidels, as 
it hath been byhis moſt abſurd and fenfeleſs Dorine. 
But thus it was foretold that + zhe Man of Sin ſhould 
come with power ard Signs and Lying Miracles, and 
with all decerveableneſs of untighteoaſneſ;, with all the 
Legerdemdin and jugling tricks of falſehood and im» 
= iy amongſt which this of 7rayſab/tantiation, 
which they call a Miracle, and we a Cheat, is one of 
the chief : And in all probability thoſe common jug- 
ling wotds of hocus potus, are nothing elſe bat a corrup- 
tion of hoe eft corpus, by way of ridiculotis imitation of 
the Prieſts of the Church of Rome in their 275ck of Zran- 
ſubſtantiation. Into ſuch contempt . by this fooliſh 


_ Doctrine and pretended Miracle of theirs have they 


brought the moſt facred and veneruble Myſtery of oar 
Religion. : | 
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_ againſt Tranſubſtantiation. 

- 24 It is very ſcandalous likewiſe upon account of 
the real barbarouſneſs of this. Sacrament and Rite of qur 
Religion, upon ſuppoſition of the truth of this Noc- 
trine. Literally to eat the fleſþ of the Son'of man and 
to drink his bloud, St. Auſtine, as | have ſhewed before, 
declares to be a great /mpiety. And the impiety and 
barbarouſneſs of the thing 1s not in truth extenuated, 
but onely the appearance of it, by its being done un- 
der the Species of Bread and Wine: For the thing they 
acknowledge is really done, and they believe that they 
verily eat and drink the natural fleſh and bloud of 
Chriſt. And what can any man do more unworthily 
towards his Friend + How can he poſſibly uſe him more 
barbarouſly, than to feaſt upon his living fleſh and 
bloud? Ir is one of the greateſt wonders in the world, 
that it ſhould ever enter into the minds of men to put 
upon our Saviour's words, ſo cafily capable. of a more 
convenient ſenſe and ſo neceſlarily requiring it, a mea- 
ning ſo plainly contrary to Reaſon, and ſenile, and even 
to Humanity. it ſelf. Had the ancient Chriſtians ow» 
ned any ſuch DoQrine, we ſhould have heard of it 
from the Adverfaries of our Religion. in ny page 
of their Writings ; and rey would: have. defired no 
oreater advantage againſt the Chriſtians than to have 
been able to hit them in the teeth with their feaſting 
upon the natural fleſh and bloud.of their Lord, and 
their God, -and their beſt Friend, What: endleſs tri- 
umphs. would- they have made upon this. SubjeR ? 
And with-what confidence would they have ſet the 
cruelty uſed by Chriſtians in their Sacrament, againſt: 
their God Saturn's cating his own Children, and all 
the cruel and bloudy Rites of their Idolatry ? But that 
no ſuch thing was then objected v4 the Zeathens to. 
the Chriſtiavs, is to a wiſe man inſtead of a thouſand 


Demonſtrations that noſuch NoQrine was then _ 
3. It- 
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3. It is ſcandalous alſo upon account of the cruel and 
Bloudy conſeqnences of this DoQrine ; ſo contrary to the 
pliin Laws of Chiriſtianity, and to one great ent] and 
defign of this Sacrament, which is to unite Chriſtians 
in the moſt perfe& love and charity to one another : 
Whereas this DoArine hath been the occaſion of the 
moſt barbarous and bloudy Tragedies that ever' were 
ated in the World. - For this hath been in the Church 
of Rome the great burning Article ; and as abfurd and 
unreaſonable as it is, more Chriſtians have been mur- 
ther'd for the denial of it than perhaps for all the other 
Articles of their Religion. And I think it may gene- 
rally paſs for a true obſervation that all Sets are Com- 
monly moſt hot and furious for thoſe things for which 
there is leaſt Reaſon ; for what men want of Reaſon 
for their opinions, they uſually ſupply and make up in 
Rage. And it was no more than needed to uſe this 
feverity \upon this vecaſion ; for nothing but the cruel 
fear of deathcould in probability have driven fo great 
apart of mankind into the acknowledgment of ſoun- 
reaſonable and ſenſeleſs a Dotrine. 

'O Zlefſed Saviour! thou'beſt Friend and preateſt 
over of mankind, who catrimagine thou didft ever 
intend that men ſhould kitl one another for not being 
able to believe contrary to their ſenſes ; for being un- 
willing to think," that thou ſhonldſt make one of the 
moſt horrid and barbarous things that can be imagin'd 
a main Duty ahd principal Myſtery of thy-Religion ; 
for not flattering the pride and preſumption of the 
Prieſt who fays he can make God, and for hot com- 
plying with the folly and ſtupidity of the People who 

ieve that they can cat hits 4 


. = F:*Upon account of the'danger of '7dolatry ; which 


/they are certainly guilty of if this DoQrine be not true, 
-and fach a-change”as they pretend be not made in the 
| \ Sacra» 
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_ againſt; Kranſubtantiation. 
Sacrament ; for if it be not, chen they worſhip a Crea- 
ture inſtead of the Creatour God bleiled. tor ever. ' But 
ſuch a change | have ſhewn to be.impoſlible ; or if ;it 
could be,.yet they can.never, be certain that it js, and 
conſequently are always in;danger of Idolatry : And 
that. they can never be certain that ſuch, a cliange is 
made, 1s evident ; becauſe,' according to the — 
determination of the Council of Trent, that depends 
upon the mind and tention of the; Prieſt, which can- 
not certainly. be known but,,by Revelation; which. is 


' Not. pretended in this caſe., , And if they be miſtaken 


about this change, through the knavery or craſſnets of 
the Prieſt who kg not Ede God, bye FI he _ 


wi # © 3» 


on cnGel, I SIOIS and fo in- 
we may £ He 4 he yy af EVGr; Was in 

nf fe elſe-bax 2-miſtake of the 
Deity,: and upon that. © miſt A worſhipping of ſome» 
thing as God which. is, not God., 

8. -Befides, the inhoite ſcandal of this Do&rine upon 
the Accounts have: mentioned; ithe, monſtrous abſurdi- 
ties of it make it inſupportable1 to any Religion. . Iam 
very, well aſſur'd of the grounds of Religion in gene- 
ral, and of the, Chriſtjan Religion in-particular ; and 
yet I cannot ſee that the:fqundations of any revealed 
Religion, are ſtrong; enough to; bear the weight of ſo 
many and fo great abſurdities as this Dodtrine of 7; ran 
fub/antiation would, load it,withall, And to make this 


- evident, I hall, got infiſt upon thoſe groſscontradicti- 


ons, of the ſame Body being in ſo many ſeveral. places 
_ once; of our Saviour's givieg away himſelf with his 


own hands to every one of his Diſciples, and yer ſtill 
ceping, 
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——_— to himſelf; and a thouſand: more of 
the like nature* But to ſhew the _abfurdity of this 
DoRtine 1 thall onely ask theſe few Queſtions. 

1.. Whether any man-have,'or ever had greater evi- 
dence of the truth ofany Divine Revelation than-eve- 


ry thin hath'of the faKhood of 7ranſubſtantiation > 


infidelity were hardly poſſible to men, it all men had 
the fame evidence for the Chriſtian Religion which 
= have-againſt '7ranſubfantiation,' that is, the Clear 
reſſiible Evidence of ſenſe. 'He that can once 

be brought to contradift or Yeny his ſenſes, is at” an 
end of certainty ; for what can a maa be certain of if 
he benot certain'of what he ſees * Ir ſome circumſtan- 
ces our ſenſes miay deceive vs; bit H6Faculty deetives 
480 litele' and {6 ſaldon : And when onr ſenſes do de- 


ceive us, - even that-errour is noe to be correNted with- 


out the help of our-ſenkes. ' . 
1g, Hens its ka bedlr dehvered' in 
or t fame wordsthat tt i decreed in 
the. Comneil” of Ly by what 'eleater - evidence' or 
ftronger Arguinerit £ould any man prove 'to me-that 
ſuch words were in the Bible than Pear prove'to him 
that bread and wine after" conſeratian are bread und 
wine ſtill > He could but appeal to'thiy: eyes 'to'prove 
ſuch words to be in the Bible, and wn the ſame rea- 
ſ6n and juſtice might Tappeal to ſeveral of his ſenſes 
to'prove to him that the bread and wine after conſe- 
erdtion are bread and wine ſtill. 

3: Whether it be reaſonable to imagine that God” 
ſhould make that a part of the Chriſtian Religion 
which ſhakes the main external evidence and confir- 
mation of the'whole > I mean the rpm the w_ 

wrotght b our Saviour and his 'A 'the 2 
Tance href did *at firft de hs 2» the 
of ſenſe. ' For if the ſenſes of thoſe who ſay they faw 

them 
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tripe, this. woldhe:faffient, that what proves the 


aainfl Tranſubſtantiation, 
them wete deceived then there might be no Miracles 
wrought; and_ conſequently it may juſtly be doubted 
whether that kind-ot confirmation which God hath 
given ta the Chriſtian Religion would be ſtrong enough 
to-prove it, ſuppoſing Tranſub/tantiationto be a part of 
it ; Becauſe every man hath as _= evidence that 
Tranſubſtantiation is falſe, as he hath that the Chriſtian 
Religion is true. Suppoſe then 7 ravſub/tartiation tobe 
part-of the:Chriſtian Dodrine, it muſt have the fame 
confirmation with the whole, and that is Miracles : 
But of all Do&trines in the. world it is peculiaiiy inca- 
pable of being proved by a Miracle. For if a Miracle 
were wrought for the proof of it, the very ſame aſſu- 
rance.which any man hathof the truth of the Miracle 
he hath of the falſehood of the Doftrine, that is, the. 
clear evidence of his Senſes. For that there is a. Mi- 


racle wrought to prove that what he.ſees in the Sacra- 


went is not bread but the body of Chriſt, there is onely 
the evidence, of ſenſe 5 and there: s-thenveryfame 
evidence to prove that what he ſees in the Sucrament 
is not the body of Chriſt but bread. So that here would 
ariſe a new Controverſie, whether a man \ſhould: ra- 
ther believe*his Senſes. giving teſtimony againſt 'the 
Dodrine of 7ranſub/tantiation,. of bearing' witneſs to a 
Miracle wrought to confirm that Doctrine ;_ there tbe+ 
ing the very fame evidence againſt - the truth of ' the 
j rye ws which there is _ _ of the Miracle: 

\nd then the Argument ubftantiation and the 
Objection againſt jt- would! Hy axon one another; 
and'-cpoſequently Travſubſtartiatzon is. not to be pro- 
ved by a Miracle, becauſe that would be, to prove to 


| a man by ſome thing that | be ſees, that he doth not ſee 


what be ſees. +; Andrif there were no; other evidence 
that.Zranſubſtantiatioy_isn0 part of the Chriſtian Doc- 


One 
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one doth-a3- much overthrow the other-; and that Mi- 
racles which are certainly the beſt and Jugheſt exter« 
nal proof of Chriſtianity: are the worſt proof in the 
workd of 7ra»ſab/tantiatio, unleſs a man can renounce 
his ſenſes at the ſame time that he relies-upon' them. 
For a man cannot believe a Miracle without relying 
upon ſenſe, nor 7 raxſubffantiation without Ing. 
ir. So that never were any two things ſo: ill cou 
together as the DoCtrine 'of Chriſtiapiry - and that of 
Tranſubtantiation, becauſe they draw ſeveral ways; 
and are ready to ſtrangle one another ; becauſe the 
main evidence of the Chriſtian Do&rine, which is Mt- 
racles, is reſolved into the certainty of fenſe, but this 
evidence is clear and point-blank againſt 7ra»/ub#aw- 
tration. 

4. And Zaftly, I would ask what we are to think 
of the Argument which our Saviour uſed to convince 
his Diſciples after his RefurreQion that his Body was 
really riſen, and that they were not deladed by « 


_ Ghoſt or Apparition? Is ita neceſſary and conctaſive 


Argument or not ? * andhe ſaid anto thew, why are 
ye troubled? and why do thoughts ariſe in your hearts+ 
Bebold my hands and my feet, that it us 1 my {elf ; for 
a Spirit hath wot fleſh anal bones ; as ye ſee me have. 
But:now if we ſa wirh the Church. of Reme the 
Dotrine of 7ra»ſub/t2ur tation to-be true, and that he- 
— inſtruted Supra ar = ry — _ , 

range thoughts might juſtly faverjea in their heafts, 
and they might have ſaxl.ro him; Lord, it is-but 4 
few days ago ſince thou didſt teack us not to-believe 
our ſenſes, but direaly commary to what we ſav/, 
iz. that the bread which thou-gaveſt us in the Sacre. 
ment, though we'ſaw it and handled it and waſted & 
to be bread, yee was--not bread, bat thine own'-rivtu- 
ral body ; and- now thou appeateſt to our ſenſes tb- 


prove 
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azainft Txanſubſtantiation, 
prove” that this: is thy body -which we; now ſee. - Lf 
ſeeing and” handling -be an - unqueſtionable evidence 
that things are what they appear to our ſenſes, then 
we. were deceived: before in the Sacrament ; and if 
they be not, then we are not | ſure now that this is 
thy:body which we now ſee and handle, but it may 
be perhaps bread under 'the appearance of fleſh and 
bones, juſt as in the Sacrament, that which we faw 


' and handled and; taſted to be bread was thy fleſh and 


bones under the form and appearance of bread. . Now 
upon this fuppoſition, 1t would have been a hard mat- 
ter to have quieted the thoughts of the Diſciples : For 
if the Argument which our Saviour uſed did certainly 
prove to them that what they ſaw and handled was 
his body, his very natural fleſh and bones, becauſe 
they ſaw and handled them, ( which it were impious 
to' deny ) it would as ſtrongly prove that what they 
{aw and received before in the Sacrament was not the 
mtural body and bloud of Chrzf, but real bread and 
wine : And conſequently, that according;to our Sa- 
vwur's arguing after his Reſarrefion they had, no rea- 


_ fon to believe 7ran/ubftantiation before, For that very 
Argument by which our Saviour proves the reality.of 


his body after his RefurreQion- doth as ſtrongly prove 
the reality of bread and wine after Conſecration. But 
our:Saviour's Argument was. maſt infallibly good and 
true, and therefore the Dofrine of 7ranſubtantiation 
ts undoubtedly falfe. Y KY 
' Upon the whole/ matter I ſhall onely ſay this, 
that-/ſome other Points between us and the Church 
of 'Reme are: managed with ſome kind of wit and 
fubtilty, but this: of - Travſubfantiation is Carried 


out by mere dint of impudence and facing down of 


-- 
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 faid upon this Argument it will appear, with how lit- 
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And of this the more diſcerning perſons of that 
Church are of late grown ſo ſenſible that they would 
now be glad to be rid of this odious and ridiculous 
Dodrine. But the Council of 7rent hath faſten'd it 
to their Religion, and made it a neceſfary and eſſential 
Point of their Belief,and they cannot now part with it 
if they would ; it is like a Mill-ſtone hung about the 
neck of Popery which will fink it at the laſt. 

And though ſome of- their teſt. Wits, as Cardi- 
nal Perron, and of late Monſieur Arnaud , have un« 
dertaken the defence of it in great Volumes ; yet it is 
an abſurdity of that monſtrous and mafly: weight, that 
no humane authority or wit are able to ſupport it : It 
will make the very Pillars of St. Peter's crack, and re- 
quires more Volumes to make it good than would fill 
the Vatican. - | 220% 

'And now I would apply my ſelf to the poor deluded 
People of that Church, it they were either permitted 
by their Prieſts, or durſt venture without their leave to 
look into their Religion and to examine the Doftrines 
of it:--* Conſider, and ſhew your ſebves men. Do not ſub- 
fer your-ſelves any-longer to be led blindtold, and by 
an implicit Faith in your Prieſts, into the belief of nog- 
ſenſe and contradiction. Think it enough and. too 


much to let them rook/yow of your money for preten- 


ded Pardons. and counterfeir Reliques, 'but let not-the 


Authority of any- Prieſt-or Church: perſuade you--our 


of your Senſes. Credulity is certainly a fault as well 
as fafdelity : and he who ſaid; bleſſed are they that 
have not ſeen and yet have believed, hath no-where 
ſaid, bleſſed are they that have ſeen and. yet have uot be- 
lieved, mich leſs, bleſſed are they that believe diretlly 
contrary to what they;ſee. : 41G) 
To conclude this Diſcourſe. By what hath been 
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- 2gainf Tvanfubltantiation. - 
tle truth, and reaſon, and regard to the intereſt of our 
common Chriſtianity-;it is ſo often-ſaid by our Advers 


faries, that there are as good arguments for the belief 


of Tranſub/tantiation as of the DoQtrine of the Trinity : 
When they themſelves do acknowledge with us that 
the Dofrine of 'the' 7renity is grounded upon the 
Scriptures, and that according to the interpretation of 
them by the conſent of the ancient Fathers : But their 
Do&trine of 7ranſub/tantiation I have plainly ſhewn to 
have no fuch ground, and'that this is acknowledged 
by very. many learned menof their own Church. And 

is Dodrine of. theirs being firſt plainly proved by us 
to be deſtitute of all Divine Warrant and Authority , 
our Objections againſt it from the manifolg contradic- 
tions of it to Reaſon and Senfe are ſo many Demonſtra- 
tions of the falſehood” of it. - Againſt all which they 
- have nothing to put in the'oppolite Scale but the In- 
falliblity of their Church, for which there is even leſs 
colour of pro6f:fromr Scripture than for 7ranſub/tantia- 


:#iow-it ſelf; '1But fo fondare they of-their own Innova- 
- tions and: Errvurs, that 'rather than the DiRtates of 


their Church , - how groundleſs and /abſurd ſever, 
ſhould be call'd in queſtion ; rather than not” have 
their will of us in impoſing upon us what they pleaſe, 


- they. will overthrow any Article of the Chriſtian Faith, 


and ſhake the very foundations of our common Re- 


- gion :' A clear evidence that the. Church of Rome is 


not the true'Mother, ſince ſhe can beſo well conten- 


. ted: that Chriſtianity. ſhould be deſtroyed rather than 
-the Point in queſtion ſhould be decided againft her. 
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4 4 Caine Nee jen Caſes, Kc. 


A Perbulvr to Quranuinign: with the Church of 
n 
2. A Refotarion of ſorne Caſes of Conicience which 
repel Church-QCommunion. :. : 1 025 
.;The Caſe of Indiflerent things uſeck indhe Wor 
ſhip of God, propoſed and ſlated, EY theſe 
Queſtions, Sc. * 
4. A Diſcourſe about Edification. 
5. The Reſolution of this'Gaſe of Qoulcience, Whe- 
Fa the Church of England's: Symbolizzng; ſo\ far as 'it 
oth with the Church of Rome, makes 2zt uit to 
hold Communion with the Church of England ? 
6. A Letter to Anonymus, in anfwer to his three _ 
ters to Dr. Sherlock about:Church-Communion> < 
7.; Certain Caſes of Conſcience refalved,con 
the Lawkdack of joining with Forms of Prayer-in Pub- 
lick Worſhip. In ewo parts. 
8. The Caſe of mixt Communion : Whether it be 
Lawfull to Separate from-a Church upon the account 
. of protniſcuots Congregations and mixtContimunions? 
9. An Arifwer to Dillenters ObjQions againſt the 
Common Prayers and fome other parts of Divine Ser- 
-vicepreſcribed in the Liturgy of the Church of England. 
10: The. Caſe of Kneeling at. the Holy Sacrament 
ſtated and refolved, .&c. - In two Parts.!: +; .;" 
x1, A Diſcourſe of Profiting by Sermons, and old: 
ing to hear where Men think. they can profit moſt. 
12. AſeriousExhortation, with ſome important Ad- 
vices relating to the late Caſes about Conformity , 're- 
commended to the preſent Diſſenters from the Church 
of England. 
I3. An Argument to Union ; taken from the true 
intereſt of thoſe Diſſenters itt England who profeſs and 
call themſelves Poteſtants. 


4. Some 


""ACatalogue of the ſeveral Caſes, ec. 
x4. Some Conſiderations about the Caſe of Scandal, 


£ or giving, Offence to. the Weak Brethren. | 
Wo The Caſe of Infant-baptiſm, in Five Queſtions, 
&c. 

A 16. The Charge of Scandal, and giving Offence by 

4 , Refetted and Reflefted back upon Sepa- 

k ratton, imma | . 

| 17. Caſe of Lay-Communion. 

| 18. A Perſuaſive to Frequent Communion. 

I9. A Defence of Symbolizing. 

&- "_—_"—_ . . . 

p 20. A Vindication of Indifferent Things. 

hy 21. The Caſe of Compelling Men to the Holy Sa- 
crament. 

_ 2%, ACat of theiCtdi in\Bagkiſta, * 

4 23- A Dilcourle of Conſcience. | 

"| - 7. A Diſcourſe 4bout the charge of Novelty upon 


- the Reformed Church of Z»g/axd, mada by. the Papilts 
be asKing of us the Queſtion, Whert: was our” Refigion 


ant | - fore Zatberd * Mage Sens BoY 
ma _ 2. & Diſcourſe abont Tradition, ſhewing. what is 
on meant by it,and what Tradition is to be received, and 


ber what Tradition is to be rejected. 
we) | 3- The Difference of the Caſe between: the Separa- 
_ tion. of Proteſtants from the Church of Rome, and the 


_ Separation of Diſſenters from the Church of England. , 
| 4. The Proteſtant Reſolution of Faith, &c. 

B0- 5. A Diſcourſe concerning a- Guide in matters of 

Ad- |} += Difconrieromcerning invocarion-of Staines 


h 7. A Diſcourſe concerning the Unity of the Catho- 
= lick Church, maintained in the Church of Erg/and. 
$8. A Diſcourſe of Auricular Confeſſion. 

9. A Diſcourſe againſt Tranſubſtantiation. 
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